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HOUSE BI LL 2389

St ate of WAshi ngt on 60t h Legi sl ature 2007 Regul ar Session
By Representatives dibborn, Jarrett, Eddy and Goodnman

Read first time 03/14/2007. Referred to Conmmittee on Transportation.

AN ACT Relating to the state route nunber 520 bridge replacenent
and HOV project; adding new sections to chapter 47.01 RCW and creating
new secti ons.

BE | T ENACTED BY THE LEG SLATURE OF THE STATE OF WASHI NGTON:

NEW SECTION. Sec. 1. The legislature finds that the replacenent
of the vulnerable state route nunber 520 corridor is a matter of
urgency for the safety of Washington's traveling public and the needs
of the transportation systemin central Puget Sound. The state route
nunmber 520 floating bridge serves as a vital route for vehicles to
cross Lake Washington, and the bridge carries approximtely one hundred
fifteen thousand vehicles per day, over three tines its design
capacity. Additionally, the state route nunber 520 corridor
experiences nore than seven hours of congestion per day, inpacting
ot her state highways and | ocal roads.

The legislature further finds that starting in 1997, the forty-
seven nenber trans-Lake Washington commttee began to identify ways to
I nprove transportation across or around Lake Washi ngton. The project
for the environnmental inpact statenment process becanme the state route
nunber 520 bridge replacenent and HOV project in 2000, and the
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departnment has anal yzed al nbst one hundred concepts since that tine.
The legislature finds that sufficient work has been perfornmed to
conclude that alternatives other than the four-lane and six-I|ane
al ternatives have been explored and rejected for sound reasons.

The legislature further finds that the state route nunber 520
floating bridge is subject to damage, closure, or even catastrophic
failure from wi ndstorns and waves. Additionally, the state route
nunber 520 floating bridge does not neet current seismc standards, and
over the next fifty years there is a twenty percent chance of serious
damage to the structure if an earthquake occurs. Fai lure of the
floating bridge or the bridge approaches would cause injury or |oss of
life and have a substantial inpact on the region's econony.

Therefore, it is the conclusion of the legislature that tinme is of
the essence, and that Wshington state cannot wait for a disaster to
make it fully appreciate the urgency of the need to replace this
vul nerabl e structure. The state nust take the necessary steps to nove
forward with the state route nunber 520 bridge repl acenent project.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 2. A new section is added to chapter 47.01 RCW
to read as foll ows:

The needs of the central Puget Sound region and the state are best
served by a state route nunber 520 project alternative that replaces
the four existing general purpose |anes and adds two | anes of capacity
suitable for transit and other high-occupancy vehicle use. New
pontoons for the floating structure nust be designed to accommodate the
installation of a high capacity transit system such as light rail or
anot her conparabl e system The departnent nust incorporate this policy
into any preferred alternative that may be devel oped for the project's
envi ronnment al assessnment docunents.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 3. A new section is added to chapter 47.01 RCW
to read as foll ows:

(1) As soon as practicable after the effective date of this act,
and after consulting wth appropriate local jurisdictions, the
departnment shall hire a nediator to devel op consensus-buil di ng anong
the interested parties to support the policy goals identified in
section 2 of this act through fact-finding, facilitation, and
medi ati on. In evaluating the project inpacts, the nediator shall
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consider the concerns of neighborhoods and institutions of higher
education directly inpacted by the proposed designs, and shall work
with the appropriate planning staff.

(a) The nedi ator nmust have significant professional experience in
(1) working wth the inpacted comunities that surround major
transportation construction projects and (ii) mtigating the
construction inpact on those comunities.

(b) The nediator position under this section is a nonbinding
advi sory position, and this section does not create a |egally binding
medi ati on or arbitration position.

(c) The departnent shall hire the nediator wthin existing
appropriations allocated for the state route nunber 520 bridge
repl acenent and HOV proj ect.

(2) The nedi ator nust provide nonthly updates to the governor and
the joint transportation conmttee regarding the status of the
consensus-bui | di ng process. The nedi ator nmust provide the governor and
the joint transportation commttee with a final recomendation by
Cct ober 31, 2007. The recomendation nust reflect a balance of
solutions for carrying out the project that can be incorporated into
the legislative direction described in section 2 of this act.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 4. A new section is added to chapter 47.01 RCW
to read as foll ows:
The state route nunber 520 bridge replacenent and HOV project

finance plan nmust include state funding, federal funding, one billion
one mllion dollars from the regional transportation investnent
district, and revenue from tolling. The departnent nust provide a

proposed finance plan to be tied to the estimated cost of the
recommended project solutions, as provided under section 3 of this act,
to the governor and the joint transportation commttee by January 1,
2008.

NEW SECTION. Sec. 5. This act nmay be known and cited as the state
route nunber 520 bridge replacenent act.

~-- END ---
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